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BEFORE THE

| LLI NO S COMMERCE COMM SSI ON

I N THE MATTER OF: )
) No. 15-0360

MALGORZATA SZAYNA )

)

-VS- )

)

COMMONWEALTH EDI SON COMPANY )

)

Compl aint as to low |lines )

over parking lot, incorrect )

billing in Joliet, Illinois )

Chi cago, Illinois

September 17, 2015
Met, pursuant to adjournment, at
11 o'clock a. m
BEFORE:

MS. LESLI E HAYNES,
Adm ni strative Law Judge

APPEARANCES:

MS. MALGORZATA SZAYNA

3625 BECHERER Road

Al exandra, Virginia
appearing pro se
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APPEARANCES (conti nued):

MR. MARK L. GOLDSTEI N

3019 Province Circle

Mundel ein, Illinois
appearing for defendant,
Commonweal t h Edi son Conpany

SULLI VAN REPORTI NG COMPANY, by
PATRI CI A WESLEY
LI CENSE NO. 084-002170
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JUDGE HAYNES: Pursuant to the direction of the
I1'linois Commerce Comm ssion, | now call Docket
15-0360. This is the conmplaint of Malgorzata Szayna
versus Comonweal th Edi son Conpany.

Can | have the appearances for the
record, please

MS. SZAYNA: Mal gor zata Szayna.

JUDGE HAYNES: And your address, please.

MS. SZAYNA: It's 33625 Beachum Road, Al exandr a,
Vi rginia.

MR. GOLDSTEI N: For Commonweal t h Edi son Conpany,
Mark L. Gol dstein, 3019 Province Circle, Mundel ein,
I11inois, 60060. My tel ephone number is
847-949-1340.

MS. GRAHAM  Rebecca Graham 115 South La Salle
Street, Suite 2600, Chicago, Illinois, 60603. Wy
tel ephone number is 312-505-8154, and with us in the
hearing roomis Aaron Jimenez from ComEd.

JUDGE HAYNES: Thank you. Parties requested some
time to have a discussion. Has any progress been
made on this case? Wuld soneone |ike to update nme.

MS. SZAYNA: | don't know which part you want to
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say. Fromny side, | think we are -- it's not a | ot
fromnmy side to try to remedy this situation, but |
think with the pre-conference now discussion it has
not really got ahead of the subject.

JUDGE HAYNES: Okay. ConEd.

MR. GOLDSTEI N: | woul d point out, Judge, that on
August 3rd of this year ComEd sent a letter to
Ms. Szayna advising her that the condition of her
service |l ocation on north Chicago Street was in
vi ol ation of the ternms under which you received
el ectric service and gave her what anmpunted to a
60-day notice in order to correct -- hire an
el ectrician and correct the situation.

Ms. Szayna followed that up with an
e-mail to the person who sent her the notice -- the
60-day notice -- and in effect said that she would
take it up with a contractor in the City of Joliet
to start the process of correcting the electric
installation.

| gathered fromthe discussion we had
off the record that there will be no work done

within the 60-day time period allocated pursuant to
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the rules of the Conm ssion.

| would i magine that after the 60-day
peri od ConmEd woul d send a notice of disconnection
for the property and ultimately di sconnection
service to the property. It has no choice.

MS. SZAYNA: Okay. May | get on record.

JUDGE HAYNES: Yes. Did you want to add
sonmet hing, Ms. Szayna?

MS. SZAYNA: Yes. | just want to say that, okay
| disagree with one statement that there's parties
that -- that there will be no work done in 60 days
because neither would I want, intend, or | can say

today that it won't be done.

| want to stress that | did contact
the city. | contacted the | egal department. I
contacted the building department. | contacted the
contractor through | egal presentation. It was

contacted, both the circuit court and the appellate
court, where the case with the city with the
contractor exactly about this 800 installation is
now under the investigation.

The situation is that the city, for
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some reason, does not want still to admt that they
are at fault or they pretty nuch don't want to
remedy the situation, because the whole -- the case
is under -- it's still in the court for me to hire
now a different contractor and to take on my own to
redo the installation at the building in violation
of city rules in violation of my case going on
| egal ly.

|'"'m pretty much left on the mercy of
the city now to give me the permt to do it and ny
request for the permt to change the installation
fromnmy side so it can conply and be in a correct

pl ace so that ComEd can reconnect is pretty much

conpletely illegal.
As | said, | contacted -- besides the
court system and the parties involved, | contacted

the Governor's office on August 11th with a letter

that | received from ComeEd, which is the nmost
avail abl e document for ne. | contacted the state,
office of legal (sic). | contacted W Il County to

investigate the case and with the help of the city

so somebody can oversee the city. Unf ortunately,
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t here was absolutely no response even | have a case
nunber . | tried to check today, every norning, and
since six months ago in |imbo.

So there was frommy side that they
wi sh and, if anything, we change in a moment from
the side of the city so my side they will be changed
and they would be hiring immediately a contractor to
do the work. So that's all | want to make
correction to what ComEd needed.

Now ComEd requested all the time to
hire the | egal representation of who | contacted
with the I awyers, and the problemis that, as we
know it, the main party here, which should make any
kind of the action, is the city, but the city has a
| ot of immunity, and as long as the court will not
do it or the city will not show any will, none of
the other parties has a |l egal means to do anything,
and in a nmoment when ConmEd is stating -- |'mthe
owner . ' mthe | osing. So it is a target for every
| egal action and getting any kind of financial
compensation is just ConmEd who wants proof that

installation which shouldn't be approved in 2010 and
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now it's trying to renmedy to cutting it off after |
put it to the attention of the conpany.

So | also would like to -- after that,
| contacted the governor's office and contacted the
state about that, | was informed that the Comm ssion
has sonme | egal authority to direct the case or
suggest some investigation for both the governor's
office and the state office.

So | would pray, your Honor, that
maybe frominitiating the request for investigating
this case would start fromthis Conm ssion and we
may still keep the 60-day deadline, and that would
be the situation.

JUDGE HAYNES: My understandi ng, Ms. Szayna, was
that we are | ooking for the conpany to say that your
electricity was installed inproperly.

MS. SZAYNA: Yes. | have to admt it was already
stated by electric inspector that installation was
wrong back in 2010.

JUDGE HAYNES: Wait. Wait. So last time we were
t oget her you said that you didn't have a billing

compl ai nt any nmore and you said that you were
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| ooking for ComEd to put in writing that your
installation was inproper.

So what else do you think the
Comm ssion can do for you? Because we only have
jurisdiction over ComEd. | can't -- | can't bring
the city in. | can't bring the county in. | can't
bring a contractor in.

MS. SZAYNA: No, | wunderstand. It's still the
guestion that ConmEd connected, and if ComEd never
connected the installation wongly in the first
pl ace we would not be here because it had to be
addressed in 2010 the day before it was connected,
so that's the main problem which was on the side of
t he ComEd which --

JUDGE HAYNES: Okay. But going forward, what are
you | ooking for me to do? Because now this is five
years |l ater and ConEd is telling you that your
installation is incorrect.

So going forward, what do you want me
to tell ConmEd to do?

MS. SZAYNA: Your Honor, in the means of this

Comm ssion, the situation that should be -- the



probl em should be remedi ed.

JUDGE DOLAN: MWait. Wait. ' m sorry. | didn't
understand you. What should be remedi ed?

MS. SZAYNA: The situation that it's unsafe
installation because this installation physically is
unsafe.

JUDGE HAYNES: Okay. So that's your
installation, correct?

MS. SZAYNA: It's both of us, because it's ConEd
and on the side of my property. The point we
di sconnect -- both installation connections is
wrong, so on both sides is a problem It's not only
a problem on ny side, because then | would not
complain to ComEd, so we both have -- ConmEd and me
have a wrong against the code in violation of the
Illinois code -- electric code installation.

JUDGE HAYNES: M. Gol dstein, would you like to
respond to her allegation that ComEd' s installation
is in violation?

MR. GOLDSTEIN: We don't agree with that, Judge.
Mor eover, as we have just advised you previously,

and we have had a |lot of rhetoric, Ms. Szayna has to
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hire another electrical contractor. She has to have
t hat contractor obtain a permt fromthe City of
Joliet to do the work. She' s under a 60-day notice
to do it. She sent us something August 3rd stating
t hat she would do that. ' mjust hearing a | ot of
wor ds and no action on her part in hiring a
contractor and trying to get a permt.
Mor eover, again, she needs to have an

attorney here at the Conm ssion under the
Comm ssion's rules, because the account holder is
not Ms. Szayna, it's Villa Sophie (phonetic), LLC,
and the attorney has to be present at each and every
status hearing as well as any evidentiary hearing
t hat may foll ow.

JUDGE HAYNES: | don't necessarily agree with
that, M. Gol dstein. However - -

MR. GOLDSTEI N: Look at the rules.

JUDGE HAYNES: -- the way | --

MR. GOLDSTEIN: The rules say an attorney
present, not just at the evidentiary hearing. This
i's going nowhere because there is no attorney here.

JUDGE HAYNES: M. Goldstein, so this is what |
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see. If it is unsafe, then | see no reason to
di sagree with ConEd's plan to disconnect if it's not
corrected, and, Ms. Szayna, you don't seemto
di sagree with it being unsafe and --

MS. SZAYNA: No, | don't disagree.

JUDGE HAYNES: -- so there is a question
out st andi ng of whether ComEd's installation is in
violation of the code and so that would seemto nme
to be an issue for evidentiary hearing.

And, Ms. Szayna, correct me. You have

stated that you don't have -- do you have any
out standing billing disputes?

MS. SZAYNA: There will be one small issue | wil
forward to the picture of the nmeter. We are in

di sagreement in the readings. Whatever we have on
the picture, that's not exactly -- it is conpletely

different than ComEd presented in his official

response, so that will be the second issue, if we
wi Il have a hearing, | would appreciate, before
t hat . | would just put a | ot of docunmentation in,

pretty much if we could have an evidentiary hearing

in the situation as soon as possi bl e.

79



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

JUDGE HAYNES: Okay. And so do you have an
outstanding billing issue --

MS. SZAYNA: Yes.

JUDGE HAYNES: -- regarding meter readings --

MS. SZAYNA: Yes.

JUDGE HAYNES: -- regarding meter readings?

Okay. And there's a question
regardi ng whether ComEd's installation at your
property conforms with the electric code.

And | do agree with M. Goldstein in
part in that for the evidentiary hearing you will be
required to be represented by an attorney.

MS. SZAYNA: Yes, | understand.

JUDGE HAYNES: | don't see that another status
hearing would be beneficial or fruitful.

MR. GOLDSTEI N: Let me ask you one question,
Judge. Let's assunme that Ms. Szayna does not hire
an electrician, does not get a permt to do the work
at the property, and ComEd di sconnects service to
t he property. In effect, in my mnd that nmoots
everything and there are no violations any nore

because there's no service to the property. There's
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no case any nmore, and the only thing that's |eft

possibly is some billing issue which is never
even -- | mean, we have no idea what that is. It's
sort of not even really stated in her conmpl aint. So

where are we?
JUDGE HAYNES: | don't know that | agree with

you, because if ConmEd needs to correct something at

her property, that needs to be addressed whet her she

actually is receiving electricity at that second or

is in the process of trying to get electricity or

stop being disconnected fromelectricity. She still

woul d have a question of whether your installation
is in compliance with the code.

MR. GOLDSTEIN: There's no service under the
property in my scenario, so there is no issue.

JUDGE HAYNES: But, M. Gol dstein, she has
electricity now and she would like to continue
having electricity, so --

MR. GOLDSTEIN: She agreed with us on the phone
t hat the service should be disconnected. | just
heard her before. | don't understand what you are

saying to me now.
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MS. SZAYNA: Excuse ne. If I can, you know,
interrupt, | agree with on safety conditions and |
also would like to express that -- that what you
addressed today, your company should address in
Oct ober 2010 the | atest, because | believe in the
first week your crew, ComEd's crew, was physically
t here and connected the service.

Pl ease. | am a customer. This is not

my obligation or nmy job to know the rules of service

and how the wires should | ook Iike. It's just that
| have --
JUDGE HAYNES: | agree with you. Okay.

MS. SZAYNA: Thank you very much.

So you put nme also in the situation
for four years in a court that the judge did not
believe me, because you have the authority. So the
reason -- if I can finish this one sentence -- if
you request a |lawyer, nost of the |awyers, which |
contacted, they put the full blame on ConEd. I
wanted to go through that and just settle it so we
can get over it with our life and correct the safety

i nstead of not having a | egal battle. Thank you
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very much.

JUDGE HAYNES: What we need to do is schedule the
evidentiary hearing, and you both will present
testinony regarding ComkEd's installation at your
property and the billing issue.

MR. GOLDSTEIN: And could you advise Ms. Szayna
t hat she has the burden of proving that the ComEd
installation is in violation of whatever is in
viol ati on?

JUDGE HAYNES: | assume that the conpany will be
bringing in also the engineer to show that their
installation is in conpliance with the code or
what ever kind of witness to show that.

MR. GOLDSTEI N: And does that shift the burden of
proof on ConEd to do so?

JUDGE HAYNES: | agree that she should also bring
in a witness to show that it is not in conpliance.

MS. SZAYNA: | just want to, if | can state, that
ConmEd is showing in the letter they already stated
it.

Your conmpany already admtted it at

t he point of attachment, which we are talking, and
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believe that today there is somebody from ComEd who
is maybe an engi neer that wasn't -- | have
document ati on who was talking with me and exchangi ng
this E-mail and the letters in a time when they were
collecting it, the engineer and the person.

The point is already your statements

said that your point of attachment is wrong. That's

the one part which comes there, so we can -- | can
bring all of the electricians, they'll be com ng,
all of the inspectors as well, but to say in a

di scussi on please come back to your engineers and
analyze what the letter which was issued August 1st
woul d st at e.

JUDGE HAYNES: So, Ms. Szayna, you should show up
for the evidentiary hearing with an attorney and
your witnesses to support your claimthat ConEd's
installation at your property is in violation of the
el ectric code --

MS. SZAYNA: Thank you.

JUDGE HAYNES: -- and any docunents you m ght
need, but because you are required to have an

attorney, your attorney can help you determ ne what

84



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

you need to bring in support of your conplaint
agai nst ComEd.

So what date are the parties avail able
to have the evidentiary hearing?

MR. GOLDSTEIN: ConEd is avail able the week of
Oct ober 26th, Judge.

MS. SZAYNA: Oct ober 26th? Let me -- | may not
be back. Could we just shift it more to November.

JUDGE HAYNES: And what is the date that ComEd
was intending to disconnect?

MR. GOLDSTEI N: | don't know.

MS. SZAYNA: October 3rd.

JUDGE HAYNES: Oct ober 3rd.

MS. SZAYNA: | would just appreciate it if the
court would extend it at |east for the date, because
t he people say, you know, | have to nmove out they
say | will be once again left the responsibility for
removi ng people fromthe property who are stil
l[iving there, all of the costs and all of the | egal
stuff connected with that.

JUDGE HAYNES: Ms. Szayna, have you hired a

contractor to fix your building?
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MS. SZAYNA: The problemis that, as | stated,

l egally without the city's perm ssion, nobody can

get inside the property because I'"'mstill in court
in cases under review, then | will be assigned to be
guilty.

JUDGE HAYNES: Because the city won't give you a
permt?

MS. SZAYNA: No, because giving nme the permt,
the city admt already guilty. That's what the
city -- |1 don't know -- is trying to do.

JUDGE HAYNES: So when are you avail able for an

evidentiary hearing, Ms. Szayna?

MS. SZAYNA: | woul d appreciate it if it could be
some November date, because | will be out of the --
according to nowto ne, | will be out of the country
around October 24th. | would like a few days after

that so | can just come to this.

JUDGE HAYNES: Okay. How about the week of
November 16t h.

MS. SZAYNA: Oh, | think we can even earlier.
Novenmber 16th would be fine.

JUDGE HAYNES: Hol d on. M. Gol dstein"S checking
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hi s cal endar
MS. SZAYNA: \Which day?
JUDGE HAYNES: |"m completely free that week
ot herwi se, | would be avail abl e November 5th.
MS. SZAYNA: Let me | ook quickly.
JUDGE HAYNES: So the week of November 16.
MR. GOLDSTEI N: November 5th is fine.
JUDGE HAYNES: November 5th is fine?
MR. GOLDSTEI N: Yes.

JUDGE HAYNES: Ms. Szayna, would you I|ike

Novenber - -
MS. SZAYNA: " m just | ooking on November. Just
a moment. \Which day it would be?

JUDGE HAYNES: November 5t h.
MS. SZAYNA: 5th would be Thursday?

JUDGE HAYNES: The 5th is the earliest | can do

it, then after that | could do it the week of the
16t h.

MS. SZAYNA: ' m pretty much now free. It's
okay.

JUDGE HAYNES: Okay. So what do you prefer?

MS. SZAYNA: Maybe we will go November 5t h.
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JUDGE HAYNES: November 5th and you'll have an
attorney?
MS. SZAYNA: Yes.

JUDGE HAYNES: And you will be here in person?

MS. SZAYNA: Yes, | will be definitely.
JUDGE HAYNES: | guess that if you have an
attorney and different witnesses, | don't know t hat

you personally have to be here if you are not a
witness in the compl aint.

MS. SZAYNA: | probably could be as an electrical
engi neer.

JUDGE HAYNES: Novenmber 5th we will start at
11 o' cl ock, okay, and that's for evidentiary, so |
assume it will last for several hours.

Is there anything else we need to talk

about today?

MS. SZAYNA: | believe that's it from ny side.

JUDGE HAYNES: Not hi ng el se? Okay.

MS. SZAYNA: | just think that if there's
anything -- they told me in the governor's office
that this Comm ssion has sonme kind of power, but I

think that can only be applied after the evidentiary
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heari ng.

JUDGE HAYNES: Well, | don't really know what you
are tal king about, so --

MS. SZAYNA: l'"mtrying to figure it out
honestly, your Honor, because |I'm just shifted from
one office to another and all the time there was no
jurisdiction over anything and |I'm just much
hel pless to do it the last five years.

JUDGE HAYNES: Okay. So hopefully something wll
come out of the evidentiary hearing.

M. Gol dstein, do you have anyt hing
further?

MR. GOLDSTEI N: | have nothing else.

JUDGE HAYNES: Okay. This matter is continued
then until November 5th at 11 o'clock for

evi dentiary heari ng.
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SZAYNA: Thank you very nmuch.
(Wher eupon, the above
matter was adjourned, to
be continued to November

5, 2015 at 11 a.m)
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